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DIOEST: 

Protest against agency decision to permit 
correction of mistake in bid was properly 
disinissed tor failure to include a aetailea 
statement of the legal and factual grounds of 
protest where protest aid not identify tne 
mistake and the relevant facts which supported 
claim tnat correction of the bid was precluded 
and rejection as nonresponsive was requirea and 
where protest aid not include the bid prices. 
Given the protester's failure to provide either 
a aetailed statement of the factual grounds of 
protest or all relevant information available 
tnrough reasonably diligent efforts, protest is 
unsupported and not for consiaeration on the 
merits. 

Jonn C. Grimberg Co., Inc. (Grimberg), requests 
reconsideration of our July 1 ,  1985, dismissal of its 
protest against any awara to J . A .  Schiebel, Inc. 
(Schiebel), under invitation for bias (IFB) No. N62477-85- 
B-0097, issued by the Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
(NAVFAC). We affirm the aismissal. 

In its initial protest of June 2 8 ,  Grimberg merely 
alleged that Scniebel had made a mistake in its bid, that 
the bid was not subject to correction and that the bid 
should be rejectea as nonresponsive. It therefore 
protested t h e  Navy's attempt to "negotiate 'a solution to 
this problem'" ana make award to Schiebel. 

By notice of July 1, however, we aiSmiSSed the 
protest, finding that Grimberg had not state0 a basis for 
protest. We noted that our Bid Protest Regulations,,,4 
C.F.R. S 21.1(c)(4) (1985), require the protester to set 
forth a detailed statement of the legal and factual grounds 
of protest, including copies of relevant documents. 
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I n  its J u l y  25 r e q u e s t  for r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  Gr imberg  
a r g u e s  t h a t  i t s  i n i t i a l  protest  i n d e e a  s ta ted  a basis  for  
protest. I n  a a a i t i o n ,  n o t i n g  t h a t  t n e  Navy made awara t o  
Schiebe l  o n  J u l y  17, it al leges  t h a t  t h e  Navy m u s t  e i ther  
have  i m p r o p e r l y  allowed Scniebe l  to  correct i t s  b i d  or  
i m p r o p e r l y  f a i l e d  to  re jec t  t h e  b i d  a s  n o n r e s p o n s i v e  o n  t h e  
basis of t n e  mis take  claimed by Sch iebe l .  

A s  f o r  i t s  f a i l u r e  t o  p r o v i d e  documen t s  or a d d i t i o n a l  
i n f o r m a t i o n  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  protest ,  Gr imberg  e x p l a i n s  t h a t  
NAVFAC r e f u s e d  t o  p r o v i d e  s u c h  i n f o r m a t i o n  b e f o r e  t h e  
i n i t i a l  protest  was f i l e d .  Moreover ,  it n o t e s  t h a t  t h e  
Navy has c o n t i n u e d  t o  d e n y  i t s  r e q u e s t s  fo r  i n f o r m a t i o n .  
A c c o r a i n g l y ,  by l e t t e r  o f  J u l y  25, Grimberg  h a s  f i l e d  a 
Freeaom of l n f o r m a t i o n  A c t  ( F O I A ) ,  S U.S.C. 3 552 (19&2), 
r e q u e s t  w i t n  NAVFAC for i n f o r m a t i o n  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h i s  
p r o  c u r ellie n t . 
may e n c o u n t e r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  o b t a i n i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  a n a  
documen t s  r e l e v a n t  to  a claim of mistaxe, s i n c e  s u c h  
documen t s  a s  a n o t h e r  b idaer 's  worksheets or a y e n c y  a n a l y s e s  
of s u c n  w o r k s n e e t s  may be t h e  s u b j e c t  of a claim of 
p r i v i l e g e  based upon t h e  p r e s e n c e  of p r o p r i e t a r y  
i n f o r m a t  i o n .  

We r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  e v e n  d i l i g e n t  p r o s p e c t i v e  protesters 

However, t h i s  does n o t  appear t o  oe d case wnere t h e  
protester  i n c l u d e d  i n  i t s  p ro te s t  a l l  r e l e v a n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
a v a i l a b l e  t n r o u g h  r e a s o n a b l y  d i l i g e n t  e f f o r t s .  heither i n  
i ts i n i t i a l  p ro tes t  n o r  i n  i t s  r e q u e s t  for r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
has Grimberg  i a e n t i f i e d  t h e  m i s t a k e  and  t h e  r e l e v a n t  f a c t s  
which  s u p p o r t  i t s  claim t h a t  c o r r e c t i o n  of S c h i e b e l ' s  bia 
is p r e c l u d e d  a n a  r e j e c t i o n  of t h e  b i a  r e q u i r e d .  Nor h a s  
Gr imberg  p r o v i d e d  o u r  O f f i c e  w i t h  t h e  b id  prices r e c e i v e a  
by t n e  a y e n c y ,  e v e n  t h o u g h  these may be r e l e v a n t  t o  a 
f i n d i n g  of mistake, - see A t t e r t o n  P a i n t i n g ,  I n c . ,  B-208088, 
J a n .  18, 1983, 83-1 C.P.D. 1 60, or t o  a d e t e r m i n a t i o n  as  
t o  w h e t h e r  t o  permit c o r r e c t i o n .  - See Sam G o n z a l e s ,  I n c . ,  
8-216728, Feb. 1, 1985, 85-1 C.P.D. 'II 125. S i n c e  t h e  
Federal A c q u i s i t i o n  R e q u l a t i o n ,  46 C.F.R. SS 14.402 and 
14.403 (1984), g e n e r a l l y  p r o v i d e s  f o r  t h e  p u b l i c  o p e n i n g  of 
b i d s  a n d  f o r  t h e  abstract  o f  o f f e r s  t o  be a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
p u b l i c  i n s p e c t i o n ,  w e  p re sume  t h a t  i n f o r m a t i o n  as  t o  t h e  
b i d  pr ices  was a v a i l a b l e  t o  Gr imberg .  Moreover ,  w e  n o t e  
t h a t  b r i m b e r g ' s  F O I A  r e q u e s t  is aated J u l y  25, n e a r l y  a 
month a f t e r  i t  f i l e d  i ts  i n i t i a l  p ro tes t  w i t h  o u r  O f f i c e .  
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In these circumstances, Grimberg has failed to provide 
support for its protest. Accordingly, we will not consider 
it on the merits. See Alan Scott Industries, B-219096, 
June 20, 1985, 85-1 C.P.D. 1 706. 

- 
The dismissal is affirmed. 

- / 

R. van- Cleve 
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